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Remarks/Arguments 

The foregoing amendments and these remarks are in response 10 the Office Action, dated 
May 4, 2006. Ai rhe rime of the Office Action, claims 1-19 were pending in the application. 
Claims 8 and 15-19 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12. Claims 1, 2, and 4 were rejected under 
35 U.S.C. § 102. Claims 3, 5-7 and 9-14 were objected to. Each of the rejections will be 
examined in turn below 
Rejections Under 35 LJ S.C. 6 112 

Claims 8 and 15-19 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, <ff2, as being indefinite for 
failing to point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. Each of these rejections is addressed below. 

The recitation of "the first dial indicator" in claim 8 was rejected for a lack of antecedent 
basis. Applicant has amended claim 8 to recite "the first positional gauge," which is supported 
by the earlier recitation of "a first positional gauge" in claim S. 

Claim 15 was rejected by the Examiner because there is insufficient antecedent basis for 
the phrase "the extending portion of the mandrel" Further, according to the Examiner, the 
meaning of this phrase is unclear Applicants believe that the phrase is clear; nonetheless, claim 
1 5 has been amended to replace "the extending portion of the mandrel" in step (g) with "the at 
least a portion of the distal end of the mandrel including the jaws." Antecedent support for thts 
recitation is found in step (0- Incidentally, it is noted that the word "the" has been added to step 
(fl in two places to improve readability of the claim. It is respectfully submitted that the 
meaning of the phrase "the at least a portion of the distal end of the mandrel including the jaws" 
in step (g) is clear. 
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In both claims 17 and 19, the recitation of "the inner peripheral surface" was rejected for 
insufficient antecedent basis. The recitation of "the inner peripheral surface" has been changed 
to "the inner periphery" in each of claims 1 7 and 19. Antecedent basis for "the inner periphery" 
is found in claim 15, from which claims 17 and 19 ultimately depend. 

Claim 18 was rejected because its recitation of "the first positional gauge" lacks 
antecedent basis. Claim 18 has been amended to recite that the fixture includes a first positional 
gauge. Thus, claim IS, as amended, provides the antecedent basis for the subsequent recitation 
of "the first positional gauge." Whale reviewing the claim, Applicant noticed that it appears there 
was insufficient antecedent basis for the recitation of "the carriage" in claim 18. Applicant has 
amended claim 18 to correct mis issue. 

In light of the above amendments, it is respectfully submitted that the amendments to 
claims 8 and 15-19 satisfactorily address the rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12. 

p ^inn* TIn<terl5US.C.S 102 

Claims 1. 2, and 4 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent No. 6,141,862 ("Matsui"). It is respectfully submitted that the rejection of claims 1, 2 and 
4 is not well founded and is not supported by Matsm. 

At the outset, Applicants maintain all arguments previously made in response to earlier 
Office Actions. However, Applicants would like to reiterate that Matsui does not teach, suggest, 
or otherwise disclose at least the following features: (a) a fixture with a plurality of jaws that 
have outer tips that translate, (b) outer tips that translate in a cooperative manner such that each 
of the outer tips translates a substantially equal radial distance from the target axis of alignment- 
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N/faTsui Does Not Disclose Outer Tips That Translate 

According to the Office Action, each outer lip of Matsui translates radially in a direction 
substantially perpendicular to the target axis of alignment The Office Action points to FIG. 3, 
and notes that the jaws (23) are opened and closed in a direction (f) such that the outer tip moves 
radially in a direction perpendicular to the target axis of alignment. It is respectfully submitted 
that the Office Action is simply wrong 

Matsui discloses outer hands 21 with hooks 23 on the distal end thereof. Matsui further 
notes that the outer hands 21 are opened and closed in a direction F. Matsui at col 9, lines 55- 
60 FIG. 3 of Matsui - which the Office Action focuses on — clearly shows that direction F 
cannot be characterized as translation nor as occurring in a direction that is substantially 
perpendicular to the axis of the rod 20. The disclosure of Matsui undoubtedly does not 
contemplate translation of the hooks 23, let alone radial translation of the hooks 23 in a direction 
that is substantially perpendicular to the target axis of alignment. Therefore, Matsui fails to 
anticipate claim 1 at least because it does not disclose a plurality of jaws having outer tips that 
translate radially in a direction that is substantially perpendicular to a target axis of alignment. 

Reconsideration is respectfully requested. If the Examiner maintains the rejection, 
Applicants respectfully request a more precse citation to support m Matsui or a more detailed 
explanation of how Matsui discloses a plurality of jaws having outer tips that translate radially in 
a direction that is substantially perpendicular to a target axis of alignment. 
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The Matsui Jaws Do Not Translate in a Cooperative Manner 

further. Matsui does not disclose a plurality of jaws with outer tips that translate radially 
in a cooperative manner such that each of the outer tips moves a substantially equal radial 
distance from a target axis of alignment, as recited by claim 1. It appears that the Office Action 
did not address Applicants' previous arguments made in connection with this element of claim 1. 

The disclosure of Matsui is scant regarding the movement of the hooks 23 (which the 
Office Action characterises as being jaws). Aside from a reference to "pantograph members," 
Matsui provides little discussion on the manner in which the hooks 23 are moved, Matsui is 
devoid of any discussion of coordinated movement of the hooks 23. Nor does Matsui elaborate 
on the manner in which the hooks 23 are operated, thereby further demonstrating Matsui's lack 
uf appreciation of coordinated movement of the hooks 23. It is noted that FIG. 3 of Matsui 
appears to show only one of the three hooks 23 of the inner hand 19 being moved - a strong 
indication that each hook 23 can be moved independently of the other hooks 23. 

in addition to the above, there is no reason apparent from Matsui that would require the 
hooks 23 to move in a cooperative manner such that each of the outer tips move a substantially 
equal radial distance from the target axis of alignment. Indeed, such coordinated movement is 
not important to Matsui, which is only seeking to provide a device to hold the transition piece 6 
during assembly and disassembly. Matsui seeks to avoid the "extremely difficult" work of 
"moving the transition piece 6 out of and back into the gas turbine main body casing ... mostly 
by hand " Matsui at col. 1, lines 48-51. Matsui does not teach or even suggest using the 
disassembling and assembling apparatus 10 to properly align the transition piece 6. 
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Reconsideration is respectfully requested. Should the Examiner maintain the rejection, 
Applicants respectfully request a more precise citation to support in Matsui or a more detailed 
explanation of how Matsui discloses a plurality of jaws with outer tips that translate radially in a 
cooperative manner such that each of the outer tips moves a substantially equal radial distance 
from a target axis of alignment. 

For at least the reasons set forth above, Matsui does not disclose each and every element 
of claim 1. Therefore, Matsui does not anticipate claim 1. and all claims depending from claim 1 
(including rejected claims 2 and 4) are necessarily distinguishable over Matsui as well. 
Matsm Does Not Disclose Jaws That are Biased Ra dially Inward 

Applicants would like to reiterate their position on claim 4, which recites that the 
plurality of jaws are biased radially inward- In Us comments on Applicant's previous arguments, 
the Office Action notes that FIG 3 of Matsui shows "the outer tips (23) start off as being biased 
radially inward and theu are extended into a radially outward oriented (sic) via hands (19)." The 
position taken in the Office Action has is not supported by Matsui As noted above, Matsui 
provides little detail of the manner in which the inner hands 19 and the hooks 23 are operated. 
While FIG 3 of Matsui appears to show that one of the inner hands 19 can be moved in direction 
F, Matsui is absolutely silent as to whether the hooks 23 are biased at all. let alone biased in a 
radially inward direction Just because FIG. 3 shows the hooks 23 in two different positions, it 
does not follow that the inner hands 1 9 and/or the hooks 23 are biased. In short, the Office 
Action gives too much credit to Matsui, which is so lacking in detail to support the rejection of 
claim 4 Therefore, for these additional reasons, claim 4 is further distinguished from Matsui. 
Aiinw*hlpS.jh |ect Matter 
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Applicant thanks the Examiner for the indication that claims 3, 5-7 and 9-14 would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent foim to include all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claim. However, it is respectfully submitted that such rewriting is unnecessary 
because, at least for the reasons presented above, claims 1, 2 and 4 are distinguishable over 

Matsui. 
New Claim 

New claim 20 is presented with this amendment. Applicant believes that new claim 20 is 
distinguishable over the an of record. Claim 20 recites that the fixture includes plurality of jaws 
having an inner tip and an outer tip. Claim 20 also recites that each outer tip translates in a radial 
direction relative to a target axis of alignment. Further, claim 20 recites that the translation of 
the outer tips is done m a cooperative manner such that each of the outer tips translates a 
substantially equal radial distance from the target axis of alignment. As noted above in 
connection with claim 1 , Matsui does not disclose such features. Therefore, for at least these 
reasons, new claim 20 is distinguishable over the an of record. 
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Conclusion 

In light of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that the rejections set forth in the 
Office Aciion have been overcome. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request that the 
Examiner reconsider the claims currently pending in the application; withdraw the rejections 
under 35 U.SC §§ 102, 1 12, allow all of the pending claims; and promptly issue a timely Notice 
of Allowance. 



Respectfully submitted, 

Joseph W. Bain, USj^Tg^eg. No. 34,290 
Mark M Zylka, US£3xTReg. No. 48,518 
AKERMAN SENTERflTT 
P.O Box 3188 

West Palm Beach, FL 33402-3188 
Telephone: (561)653-5000 
Facsimile: (561)659-6313 
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